Abstract. Type specimens from the collection of beetles (Coleoptera) deposited in the Department of Entomology, National Museum, Prague, are currently being catalogued. In this part of catalogue dealing with Meloidae and Ripiphoridae, we present information about types of 57 taxa of Meloinae (type status of two taxa remains doubtful), and four taxa of Nemognathinae (all Meloidae), one taxon of Pelecotominae, one taxon of Ptilophorinae, two taxa of Ripidiinae and three taxa of Ripiphorinae (all Ripiphoridae). In addition, the status of three Meloidae taxa described by A. Fleischer is discussed.
Introduction
The Department of Entomology of the National Museum, Prague (NMP; NMPC when referring to the collection) holds an important collection of insects from all zoogeographical regions, including numerous species-group type specimens, whose number is estimated to be several tens of thousands (the majority of them belonging to Coleoptera), and the presence of some of them in the collection is still largely unknown (see BEZDĚK & HÁJEK 2009 ). We followed the recommendation of the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature which encourages institutions to catalogue and make accessible the type material under their care (ICZN 1999: Recommendation 72F) and have catalogued the types in the NMPC to improve the knowledge about the collections and provide information to the entomological commu-nity. This effort has already resulted in eleven parts of the catalogue devoted to Polyneoptera (MACHÁČKOVÁ & FIKÁČEK 2014) , Hemiptera: Heteroptera (e.g. KMENT et al. 2015) , Coleoptera (for summary see BEZDĚK & HÁJEK 2013) , and Diptera (TKOČ et al. 2014 ). The present part deals with two tenebrionoid families, Meloidae and Ripiphoridae, which are linked, although not closely related, with parasitic life and larval morphology of phoretic taxa. Along with the paper, a database of all types including photos of most types and a copy of their original description is available on request.
The entire collection of Meloidae at NMP can be virtually divided into two, almost equally large, parts: the tribe Mylabrini (with some 20.000 specimens) and the second, only slightly smaller part, which includes all remaining Meloidae taxa. Both parts have different history and were of different interest to researchers.
The Mylabrini were scattered in different collections (e.g. A. Fleischer, J. Fleischer, J. Hlisnikowski, B. Kouřil and others) with a large part of the material unsorted and unidentifi ed. Due to that, to date, Mylabrini in NMPC have been almost ignored by students of Meloidae. In addition, this part of the collection contains an enormous amount of misidentifi cationsformer curators and collectors simply followed habitus similarity among different species/ genera for identifi cation. Although elytral pattern is characteristic for each species, without examination of other characters, the correct identifi cation is rather diffi cult. We can adequately illustrate this confusing practice by a situation pointed out by BOLOGNA & PINTO (2002) , when the type series of Meloe cichorii Linnaeus, 1758, the type species of the genus Mylabris Fabricius, 1775, is in fact mixed from species of two Mylabrini genera: Hycleus cichorii (Linnaeus, 1758) and Mylabris variabilis (Pallas, 1781) . Recent sorting and reorganisation of the Mylabrini in NMPC, performed mostly by the senior author, will enable access to all specimens of each taxon, although a lot of identifi cation work on the species level has to be done yet. We can shortly illustrate how important this could be on the following example: when BOLOGNA & COCO (1991) revised the genus Croscherichia Pardo Alcaide, 1950, they examined some 1680 specimens in 28 institutions, but only a few specimens from NMPC were available to them. In fact, there are currently 590 specimens of 15 species (out of 19 known) in NMPC, i.e. equivalent of one third of all material used for the revision. The species richness and abundance of material in some other Mylabrini genera in NMPC is similar. In species with a large distribution area, the specimens were also sorted in accordance with their provenience (regions or states) to enable the researchers to study distribution and clinal or local variability of particular population(s).
The situation in the remaining part of Meloidae collection was quite different. Several genera of Lyttini were studied by J. Mařan and Z. Kaszab, and the collection is thus moderately sorted and rich in type specimens originating from material housed at NMP, or obtained by an exchange or purchase from various specialists (e.g. M. Dvořák).
On the other hand Ripiphoridae represents a rather small family and its members are quite rare in collections. Therefore, nobody at NMP studied ripiphorids extensively, and the type material in NMPC is based mostly on descriptions of the senior author, either from the general collection of NMPC or originating from author's personal collection.
As in the previous parts, we present brief information about the most important collections/ specialists mentioned in the catalogue:
Type material of Karl Leopold Escherich (1871 Escherich ( -1951 . German entomologist, specialist on Cleridae and Meloidae. Duplicate syntypes of his taxa from large series came to NMPC as donation or exchange with Czech entomologists, e.g. Ottokar Nickerl, senior.
Type material described by Josef Mařan (1905 Mařan ( -1978 . Mařan was employed as a curator and scientifi c researcher at the NMP between 1925-1971 and contributed signifi cantly to scientifi c evaluation of its collection by descriptions of numerous new taxa from various groups -his main interest were beetle families Carabidae, Melandryidae, Meloidae, Ptinidae, and Tenebrionidae, but also other insect orders such as Dermaptera and Orthoptera (see MACHÁČKOVÁ & FIKÁČEK 2014) .
The types of Zoltán Kaszab (1915 Kaszab ( -1986 . Kaszab, a specialist on Meloidae and Tenebrionidae, was a scientifi c researcher at the Hungarian Natural History Museum, Budapest. He participated in scientifi c treatment of collections at NMP. In addition, the museum received paratypes of several of his taxa as a gift or in exchange.
The collection of Miroslav Dvořák (1926 represents the best specialised amateur meloid collection in the Czech Republic and probably in Europe. The collection is rather small, containing less than 18.000 specimens, almost exclusively from three groups of Dvořák's scintifi c interest: Carabidae, Staphylinidae, and Meloidae. The main benefi t of the collection is the large number of type specimens: 181 holotypes (mostly of species described by Dvořák himself) and 606 paratypes; the Meloidae part contains 17 holotypes, more than 300 paratypes, and 5700 non-type specimens. The collection was purchased by NMP in 2008, shortly before Dvořák's death.
Material and methods
The classifi cation used in this catalogue follows BOLOGNA & PINTO (2001) . Within each subfamily/tribe, the genera and species are also arranged alphabetically. Each entry includes:
-the name of the taxon in original combination. -the name of the taxon in original combination and spelling, with the author and year of description. Pagination, fi gures and plates are also given. -the name-bearing type, number of specimens (including their sex if known) and exact label data. Our remarks are found in square brackets: [p] -preceding data are printed, [hw] -preceding data are handwritten. Separate labels are indicated by a double slash '//' and lines within each label are separated by a slash '/'. -the current taxonomic status.
-any taxonomic problems and inconsistencies are mentioned under Remarks.
Full reference to each publication can be found in References.
The types of infrasubspecifi c entities, i.e., names not regulated by the International Code of Zoological Nomenclature (ICZN 1999: Art. 1.3.4) , are listed separately and briefl y. 
Cerocoma scovitzi intermedia Mařan, 1944
Cerocoma Scovitzii intermedia Mařan, 1944b: 94. The lectotype and 14 paralectotypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Cerocoma (Mesocerocoma) scovitzi intermedia Mařan, 1944 , see TURCO & BOLOGNA (2011 .
Cerocoma scovitzi jureceki Mařan, 1944
Cerocoma Scovitzii Jurečeki Mařan, 1944b: 94. The lectotype and four paralectotypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Junior subjective synonym of Cerocoma (Mesocerocoma) scovitzi intermedia Mařan, 1944 , see TURCO & BOLOGNA (2011 . Remark. TURCO & BOLOGNA (2011) designated the lectotype and two paralectotypes from the locality 'Akbes' only, mentioned by MAŘAN (1944b) as 'locus classicus'. However, MAŘAN (1944b) did not specify any type material and introduced more specimens from different localities under 'Untersuchtes Material', all of which were therefore syntypes. Thus we have labelled them as additional paralectotypes.
Cerocoma sterbai Mařan, 1944
Cerocoma Štěrbai Mařan, 1944b: 95. The holotype is deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Cerocoma (Mesocerocoma) latreillei sterbai Mařan, 1944 , see TURCO & BOLOGNA (2011 .
Croscherichia maceki Dvořák, 1985
Croscherichia maceki Dvořák, 1985 Current status. Mylabris (incertae sedis) maceki (Dvořák, 1985) , see BOLOGNA & COCO (1991) and BOLOGNA (2008) .
Epicauta dalihodi Dvořák, 1996
Epicauta dalihodi Dvořák, 1996: 39. The holotype and 17 paratypes (including the allotype) are deposited in NMPC (ex coll. M. Dvořák). Current status. Denierella promerotricha (Dvořák, 1996) , see BATELKA & HÁJEK (2015) .
Epicauta reichenbachii Kirsch, 1866
Epicauta reichenbachii Kirsch, 1866: 208. Two syntypes are deposited in NMPC (ex coll. Nickerl). Current status. Lyttamorpha reichenbachii (Kirsch, 1866), see PINTO & BOLOGNA (1999) .
Epicauta schneideri Dvořák, 1996
Epicauta schneideri Dvořák, 1996: 40. The holotype and nine paratypes are deposited in NMPC (ex coll. M. Dvořák). , see BOLOGNA (2008). Remark. Part of Mařan's syntypes were subsequently used by KASZAB (1958a) for description of the variety Micromerus caucasicus var. unicoloriceps; see also under that taxon.
Current status. Muzimes caucasicus

Lydus (Alosimus) erivanicus Mařan, 1941
Lydus (Alosimus) erivanicus Mařan, 1941b: 62. Eleven syntypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection and ex coll. J. Hlisnikowski). (Mařan, 1941) 
Current status. Muzimes erivanicus
Lydus (Alosimus) iranicus Mařan, 1940
Lydus (Alosimus) iranicus Mařan, 1940: 86. Four syntypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). , see BOLOGNA (2008).
SYNTYPE ()
:
Current status. Muzimes iranicus
Lydus (Alosimus) luristanicus Mařan, 1940
Lydus (Alosimus) luristanicus Mařan, 1940: 83. One syntype is deposited in NMPC (general collection). Remark. Four more syntypes were loaned to S. I. Aksentjev in 1981. Unfortunately, the loan was seriously damaged and probably destroyed during the shipment (J. Jelínek, pers. comm. 2015). Current status. Muzimes luristanicus ), see BOLOGNA (2008 . (Mařan, 1941 ), see BOLOGNA (2008 .
Current status. Muzimes tauricus
Lytta kwanhsiensis Mařan, 1941
Lytta kwanhsiensis Mařan, 1941a: 182. Two syntypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection Current status. Lytta (Pseudolytta) kwanhsiensis Mařan, 1941 , see BOLOGNA (2008 .
Lytta regiszahiri Kaszab, 1958
Lytta Regis-Zahiri Kaszab, 1958b: 255. Two paratypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Lytta (Lytta) regiszahiri Kaszab, 1958 , see BOLOGNA (2008 .
[Lytta tibetana Escherich, 1904]
Lytta tibetana Escherich, 1904: 30. Three 'syntypes' are deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Junior subjective synonym of Lytta (Poreospasta) sifanica Semenov, 1910 , see BOLOGNA (2008 . Remark. The type status of the specimens listed above is doubtful. The species was described based on six specimens only, and as the specimens in NMPC bear no original Escherich's identifi cation label, it is possible that they represent rather 'topotypes' than syntypes.
Lytta vesicatoria viridicuprea A. Fleischer, 1923
Lytta vesicatoria var. viridicuprea A. Fleischer, 1923: 89 [not! p. 49 Current status. Junior subjective synonym of Muzimes caucasicus ), see BOLOGNA (2008 .
Micromerus erivanicus luteiceps Kaszab, 1958
Micromerus erivanicus var. luteiceps Kaszab, 1958a: 17. The holotype is deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Junior subjective synonym of Muzimes erivanicus , see BO-LOGNA (2008) .
Micromerus erivanicus nigriceps Kaszab, 1958
Micromerus erivanicus var. nigriceps Kaszab, 1958a: 17. The holotype and eight paratypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). 
Micromerus maceki Dvořák, 1983
Micromerus maceki Dvořák, 1983 (Dvořák, 1983) , see BOLOGNA (2008).
Current status. Muzimes maceki
Micromerus obenbergeri Kaszab, 1958
Micromerus Obenbergeri Kaszab, 1958a: 14. One paratype is deposited in NMPC (general collection). (Kaszab, 1958 ), see BOLOGNA (2008 .
Current status. Muzimes obenbergeri
Micromerus ressli Dvořák, 1993
Micromerus ressli Dvořák, 1993b: 2. The holotype is deposited in NMPC (ex coll. M. Dvořák). Current status. Muzimes ressli (Dvořák, 1993) , see BOLOGNA (2008).
Mylabris kodymi Mařan, 1944
Mylabris Kodymi Mařan, 1944a: 37. Fifteen syntypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). 
Zonabris munda Escherich, 1897
Zonabris munda Escherich, 1897: 38. Three syntypes are deposited in NMPC (general collection). Current status. Mylabris (Chalcabris) munda (Escherich, 1897 ), see BOLOGNA (2008 .
Subfamily Nemognathinae
Stenodera palaestina Mařan, 1942
Stenodera (Stenoderina) palaestina Mařan, 1942b: 25. The holotype is deposited in NMPC (general collection). 
Notes on some Meloidae taxa described by A. Fleischer
Below we comment on three Meloidae taxa described by the Czech entomologist Antonín Fleischer (1850 Fleischer ( -1934 . Although the collection of A. Fleischer is deposited in NMPC (see, e.g. HÁJEK & ŠVIHLA 2008) , there is no indication of deposition of two of the following taxa and we did not trace them in the collection. Nevertheless, we list those taxa here to point out some inconsistencies in their appearance/omissions in the Palaearctic catalogue (BOLOGNA 2008) .
Meloe violaceus simplex A. Fleischer, 1890
Meloë violaceus var. simplex A. Fleischer, 1890 in ESCHERICH (1890 (2008) listed 'simplicicornis' as a valid species of doubtful assignment, however the name 'simplex' is incorrectly omitted from the list of available names.
Zonabris alienigera ab. eichleri A. Fleischer, 1921
Zonabris alienigera ab. Eichleri A. Fleischer, 1921: 142. Remark. The specifi c name is misspelled in BOLOGNA (2008) as 'sicheri' and listed within synonyms of Hycleus scabiosae scabiosae. The name eichleri in the same paragraph is incorrectly attributed to MADER (1927) . Both names are unavailable and should be removed from the list of available names.
Zonabris bosnica ab. zoufali A. Fleischer, 1913
Zonabris bosnica ab. zoufali A. Fleischer, 1913: 8. Remark. Because of homonymy with Zonabris zoufali Reitter, 1908 (= junior subjective synonym of Hycleus polymorphus polymorphus (Pallas, 1771)), MADER (1927) 
